REMARKS 

In the Office Action dated January 6, 2006, a restriction was required between the 
invention of Group I, claims 1 , 3-12, 14-19, 21-24 and 40 which were said to be drawn to a 
pusher classified in Class 21 1 , Subclass 51 and the invention of Group II, claims 25-31 and 
33-39. The latter were said to be drawn to a merchandise display device classified in 
Class 211, Subclass 184. It was stated that Inventions I and II are related as 
subcombination and combination. More particularly, it was stated that the combination as 
claimed does not require the particulars of the subcombination as claimed and that the 
subcombination has utility by itself or in other combinations. 

In reply, applicant hereby amends several claims. All of the claims now recite a 
product pusher or merchandise display device which, it is believed, is classified by the U.S. 
Patent and Trademark Office in Class 21 1 , Subclass 51 . More particularly, claim 25 has 
been amended to recite a pusher mounted on a pusher track for pushing associated 
merchandise along the base first portion towards the front end of the associated shelf, 
wherein the pusher comprises a base including a guide slidably engaged with the first rail 
and a front face mounted to the base and extending away from the base. A biasing 
element urges the pusher towards the front of the associated shelf and the guide extends 
from the side wall of the base of the pusher. 

As so rewritten, it is respectfully submitted that claim 25 now also is classified with 
the invention of Group I. As noted, the invention of Group I is classified in Class 211, 
Subclass 51 et seq. It was asserted in the Office Action that the combination as claimed 
does not require a pusher having a foot extending away from the front face of the paddle. 
However, claim 25 recites that the pusher comprises a base including a guide slidably 
engaged with the first rail and a front face mounted to the base wherein the guide extends 
away from the base. In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that claim 25 now 
falls within the ambit of the invention of Group I. It will need to be searched in Class 21 1, 
Subclass 51 . To the extent that Subclass 1 84 of Class 21 1 is pertinent, it is pertinent to all 
of the pending claims. As such, it is respectfully submitted that the restriction requirement 
is now moot. 
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In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that all of the pending claims 
should now be examined. 

Respectfully submitted, 

FAY, SHARPE, FAGAN, 
MINNICH & McKEE, LLP 



March 3, 2006 
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Under 37 C.F.R. § 1.8, I certify that this Amendment is being deposited with the United States Postal 
Service as First Class mail, addressed to: MAIL STOP AMENDMENT, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. 
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